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REMARKS 

Summary of Office Action 
Claims 1-33, 109-141, 217-249, and 325-357 are 
pending in this application. The Examiner makes several 
rejections of these claims under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 

More specifically, claims 1-3, 6-21, 23-25, 109- 
111, 114-129, 131-133, 217-219, 222-237, 239-241, 325-327, 
33;0-345, and 347-349 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
as\ being unpatentable over Lawler et al . U.S. Patent No. 
5,907,323 (hereinafter "Lawler I") in view of Roop et al . 
U.S. Patent No. 5,619,274 (hereinafter "Roop"). 

Moreover, claims 4, 112, 220, and 328 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lawler I 
in view of Roop in further view of Look et al . U.S. Patent 
No;. 6,757,906 (hereinafter "Look"). 

Finally, claims 5, 22, 26-33, 113, 130, 134-141, 
221, 238, 242-249, 329, 246, and 350-357 are rejected under 
3 5 : U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lawler I in 
view of Roop in further view of Lawler U.S. Patent No. 
6,699,107 (hereinafter "Lawler II"). 
II. Summary of Applicant's Reply 

Applicant has amended independent claims 1, 109, 
21:7, and 32 5 to more particularly define the invention. The 
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claim amendments are fully supported by the specification as 
originally filed and therefore do not add new matter. 

Applicant submits that the Examiner's combination 
of; references fails to show or suggest all of the claimed 
features recited in applicant's amended independent claims. 
For at least this reason, applicant . respectfully traverses 
the Examiner's rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) and 
requests that the rejections be withdrawn. 

The 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) Rejections 
A. Applicant's Independent Claims 
; Applicant's independent claims 1, 109, 217, and 

32:5 relate generally to systems, a computer-readable 
medium, and a method for supporting programming blackouts in 
an interactive television program guide. Blackout 
information regarding at least one blacked-out program is 
received with the interactive television program guide. A 
user indication of a program is also received with the 
interactive television program guide. The blackout 
information regarding the at least one blacked-out program 
is. displayed with the interactive television program guide 
in response to receiving the user indication. The blackout 
information comprises a plurality of replacement media 
options for the at least one blacked-out program. 
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B. The Cited Prior Art 

Lawler I refers to a method for displaying an 
interactive viewer panel containing summary information 
relating to programming available on an interactive 
television system. (See Lawler I, Abstract) . A cursor is 
rendered on the display screen showing programming schedule 
information by "changing the graphic characteristics" of the 
program tile where the cursor is positioned. (Lawler I, 
FIG. 3B and col. 5, lines 31-40). The display screen may 
shpw time, channel, and program name information in the 
program tiles in a grid format. Id . 

Roop refers to a television schedule transmission 
system. (See Roop, Abstract) . Television schedule data and 
network control messages are forwarded to subscriber units 
and used to construct an internal database. This database 
may be used to construct a television schedule display. id. 

C. The Combination of Lawler I and Roop 
Fails To Show or Suggest All of 
Applicant's Claimed Features in . 
Independent Claims 1, 109, 217, and 325 

Although Lawler I is directed to an interactive 

television program guide and Roop ' s network infrastructure 

may support the correct schedule display of "substitute 

programming on [a] channel for [a] time in conflict, " 

neither Lawler I nor Roop, alone or in combination, shows 
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applicant's claimed approach of displaying blackout 
information comprising "a plurality of replacement media 
options for the at least one blacked-out program" in 
response to receiving a user indication of a program. For 
example, applicant's FIG. 14 shows replacement media options 
1416 and 1418 for a blacked out program. According to 
applicant's specification, the source of the replacement 
media content can come from "sources other than regularly 
broadcast and available television channels." 
(Specification, g[ 0098). This may include a wide variety of 
on-demand and pay-per-view replacement media that may be 
targeted, have similar characteristics to the blacked out 
content, or be recommended by the system operator. (See 
specification, M 0089, 0095, and 0109). 

The Office Action contends that Lawler I shows 
"multiple options for replacement media." (Office Action, 
p.; 4) . The Office Action points to FIG. 3B of Lawler I 
which shows a program schedule guide screen. Although the 
screen shows other program entries, these program entries 
are not displayed in response to any user indication of a 
program, as recited by applicant's independent claims; 
rather, they are displayed in response to a user accessing 
the program guide. (See Lawler I, col. 5, 11. 14-17). 
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Moreover, the program entries shown in Lawler I's 

program schedule guide screen cannot be considered "a 
plurality of replacement media options" for a blacked out 
program. As described above, Lawler I does not address 
programming blackouts at all. Rather, Lawler I is merely- 
directed to displaying a summary information panel in a 
program schedule guide. (See Lawler I, Abstract). Although 
Roop ■ s network does support programming blackouts , the 
blackout support in Roop is limited to informing the network 
of; the blackout "in order to display the correct schedule 
for the blocked-out time slot." (See Roop, col. 93, 11. 5- 
14;) . The combination of Lawler I and Roop, therefore, does 
not show or suggest receiving blackout information that 
comprises any replacement media options for a blacked out 
program. Rather, the program entries shown in the Lawler 
I's program schedule guide screen of FIG. 3B are merely 
television schedule listings for channels adjacent to the 
selected channel and are not associated with blacked out 
programs in any way. (See Lawler I, col. 5, 11. 12-23). 

For at least the foregoing reasons, applicant 
respectfully submits that independent claims 1, 109, 217, 
and 325 are allowable over the prior art of record. 
Applicant also submits that claims 2-33, 110-141, 218-249, 
and 326-257, which depend from independent claims 1, 109, 
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217, and 325, respectively, are allowable for at least the 



same reasons. Applicant requests, therefore, that the 



rejections of these claims under 35 U.S. C. § 103(a) be 



withdrawn . 



IV. 



Conclusion 



The foregoing demonstrates that this application 



is; in condition for allowance. 



Accordingly, reconsideration and allowance of this 



application are respectfully requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Brian E. Mack 
Registration No. 57,189 
Agent for Applicant 
Fish Sc Neave IP Group 
Ropes & Gray LLP 
Customer No. 1473 
1211 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, New York 10036-8704 
Tel . : (212 ) 596-9000 
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